REMARKS 

These remarks are made responsive to the non-final office action mailed 
Julyll, 2007. Claims 1, 4, 8-10, 14, 22 and 25 have been amended. Claims 16-21 
and claims 26-34 have been cancelled. 

35 U.S.C.§112 

Claims 1-9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. The action 
indicated that for claims 1-9 there was insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation 
"the requested subparts" in the claim. Similarly, the action stated that there was 
insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the accessed subparts." 

"A plurality of subparts" is first introduced in the claim. Next comes 
"receiving a plurality of data requests from a plurality of participants requesting 
different ones of the subparts." "The requested" is used to succinctly indicate 
reference back to these "different ones of the subparts" that were requested in the data 
requests. Similarly, in claim 2, a process of "accessing random subparts" is 
performed and these accessed subparts are referred to as "the accessed subparts." 
Applicant respectfully asserts that this construction is a common English usage for 
efficiently referencing items that went through a process. 

It is respectfully requested that the objections be withdrawn. 

35 U,S.C. 103(a) 

Claims 1-34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalra et al. 6,490,627 (hereafter "Kalra") in view of US Pub. No. 2004/0070786 
Molteno (hereafter "Molteno"). 

The pending claims are now claims 1-15 and 22-25. Claims 1, 4, 8-10, 14, 22 
and 25 have been amended. Claims 16-21 and claims 26-34 have been cancelled. 

Claim 1 has been amended to clarify the invention and reproduced here for 
convenience: 

A communications method in an interactive session comprising: 
arranging scalable media data into data structures formatted in 
accordance with a content independent indexable data structure format 
including one or more fields indicating a level of scalability; 
organizing the arranged scalable media data in a bit stream in which a 
plurality of levels of scalability of the scalable media data coexist 
providing scalable media data ; 
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organizing the scalable media data into a plurality of subparts; 
providing receiving a plurality of data requests from a plurality of 
participants requesting different ones of the subparts during user 
interaction with the media data , wherein at least two of the participants 
support different levels of scalability for the media data : 
aft e r the providing th e data r e qu e sts, s caling resp e ctiv e ones of th e 
r e quest e d subparts of th e scalable media data according to r e c e iving 
att ributes of the respective participants 
retrieving from the bit stream using the format of the content 
independent indexable data structures respective ones of the requested 
subparts at levels of scalability corresponding to receiving attributes of 
the respective participants : and 

communicating the scal e d subparts at the retrieved levels of scalability 
to respective ones of the participants. 

The combination of Kaltra in view of Molteno fails to make unpatentable the 
pending claims. Neither reference discloses or suggests "arranging scalable media 
data into data structures formatted in accordance with a content independent 
indexable data structure format including one or more fields indicating a level of 
scalability." Being able to organize data in accordance with scalability independent 
of the content is not disclosed in either of these references. For example Kaltra 
discusses its invention in the context of the MPEG standard. The invention of claim 1 
does not need to concern itself with an aspect of the content such as whether it is 
being encoded in the MPEG standard or not. For example, as further described in 
amended dependent claims 4, 8, and 9, "transcoding operations can be performed 
without knowledge of the data content, for example without having to decrypt or 
decode the media data." 

In line with this, "retrieving from the bit stream using the format of the content 
independent indexable data structures [emphasis added] respective ones of the 
requested subparts at levels of scalability corresponding to receiving attributes of the 
respective participants" is also not disclosed or suggested by the combination of 
Kaltra in view of Molteno. 

The arguments with respect to claim 1 are applicable for illustrating why its 
dependent claims are also patentable over this combination. 

The arguments with respect to claim 1 are applicable for illustrating why the 
other pending independent claims 10 and 22 and their respective dependent claims are 
also patentable over this combination. 
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Conclusion 

In light of the arguments and amendments presented above, the pending 
claims as amended are in condition for allowance, and applicants respectfully request 
a prompt notice of allowance. 



Date: . j{ ^ Respectfully Submitted on Behalf of Applicants 
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